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THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
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earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claim 1-7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. For claim 1 , the scope of the invention is unclear. 
Namely, the preamble of claim 1 is directed to the subcombination, i.e. only to the 
enclosure ("enclosure for a worktable..."), while the body of the claim is directed to the 
combination, i.e. the enclosure and the worktable (example, "lintel releasably attached 
to. . . the worktable"). Also for claim 1 , "the front and back vertical curved positions " 
lacks antecedent basis. Note: front and back portions claimed previously. For claim 6, 
"the stop" lacks antecedent basis. Note: stop portion feature claimed previously. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

Claims 1-4 and 7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
McBride. McBride teaches an enclosure (Fig. 1 ) comprising: a pair of opposed side 
panels (10,1 1) each including front and back vertical curved portions for placement 
around opposed pairs of front and back support posts (45); a lintel (15; top) releasably 
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attached to a front underside of a worktable (22,24) and the front vertical curved 
portions of the opposed side panels (via attachment of members 45 with curved 
portions of 15 (post covers thereof) and 10/1 1 and with nuts 66 and openings in 
members 24,11/10) and a pair of front doors (20) secured in place below the lintel and 
above an undershelf (19) constructed and arranged to provide access to a space 
between the worktable and undershelf. The side panels also include lower horizontal 
flanges (62) secured to the undershelf and upper horizontal flanges (62) abutting the 
worktop top (at 24). Furthermore, dual parallel tracks (51 ,52) are associated with the 
undershelf and worktop/lintel. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claim 5 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over McBride 

in view of Puehlhorn. As stated above, McBride teaches the limitations of claim 1 , 

including doors on the enclosure. For claim 5, McBride fails to teach that the doors are 

hingedly secured to the front vertical curved portions of the side panels. Puehlhorn 

teaches hingedly mounted doors (18). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary 

skill in the art at the time of the invention to modify the enclosure of McBride by using an 

alternate type of door therein, i.e. using the doors of Puehlhorn therein (attaching them 
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to the side panels via the surround portion) instead of the sliding doors presently used, 
since these doors are functionally equivalent and it would appear that either type of door 
would work equally well on the enclosure of McBride. The doors of Puehlhorn allowing 
greater access inside the enclosure McBride, since both doors can be opened providing 
a large access opening. 

Claim 5 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over McBride 
in view of Nichoalds. As stated above, McBride teaches the limitations of claim 1 , 
including doors on the enclosure. For claim 5, McBride fails to teach that the doors are 
hingedly secured to the front vertical curved portions of the side panels. Nichoalds 
teaches a hingedly mounted recessed door (34). It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to modify the enclosure of McBride by 
using an alternate type of door therein, i.e. using two of the doors of Nichoalds therein 
(attaching them to the side panels via the surround portion; also see note) instead of the 
sliding doors presently used, since these doors are functionally equivalent and it would 
appear that either type of door would work equally well on the enclosure of McBride. 
The doors of Nichoalds allowing greater access inside the enclosure McBride, since 
both doors can be opened providing a large access opening. Note: it has been held 
that mere duplication of the essential working parts of a device involves only routine skill 
in the art St Regis Paper Co. v. Bemis Co., 193 USPQ 8. 

Claim 6 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over McBride 
in view of Nichoalds as applied to claim 5 above, and further in view of Prentice et al. As 
stated above, McBride in view of Nichoalds teaches the limitations of claim 5, including 
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hinged doors on the enclosure. For claim 6, McBride in view of Nichoalds fails to teach 
that the doors include magnets between them and recessed door stop portions of the 
enclosure. Prentice teaches a hingedly mounted door (14) employing magnets (30,32) 
between it and its enclosure. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time of the invention to modify the enclosure of McBride in view of Nichoalds 
by adding magnets between the doors and recessed portions of the enclosure, to 
provide a means which would help keep the doors in their closed positions. 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Janet M. Wilkens whose telephone number is (703) 308- 
2204. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Thursday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Lanna Mai can be reached on (703) 308-2486. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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JANET M. WILKENS 
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